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7) ^ Claim(s) 7 is/are objected to. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in claim 1, 
line 7, "said hollow cylinder" lacks antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1,3,4 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al. (WO 95/1 1542) in view of Dewdney 
(2002/0014349). 

Nakamura et al. discloses a cold shrink tube unit comprising an elastic tube 
member (15) with an opening end and a hollow cylindrical slidingly detachable 
core member (Figures 3-4) removably provided inside a seal region of said elastic 
tube member, having a predetermined length from said opening end, to hold said 
seal region in an elastically expanded state, wherein said core member comprises a 
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body portion (31a) defining a hollow cylinder and a sliding portion (3 lb) integrally 
connected with one axial end of said body portion, said sliding portion having 
flexibility permitting it to be turned over and laid on an outer circumferential 
surface of said body portion, the sliding portion being formed adjacent to the body 
portion, and said slidingly detachable core member being provided inside said seal 
region (re claims 1 and 8). 

Nakamura et al. does not disclose said body portion (31a) including two or 
more plate-like sections capable of being combined with each other to form said 
hollow cylinder nor the sliding portion (3 lb) including two or more sliding 
sections. Dewdney discloses a core member (Figure 8) which is formed by two or 
more plate-like sections (the core member formed by the two sections 36, 37) 
capable of being combined with each other to form a hollow cylinder, a joint 
portion (38) pivotably connecting the plate-like portions with each other to form 
the hollow cylinder (re claim 3), and the joint portion being structured to deform 
under external force to allow the adjoining plate-like portions to be pivoted (re 
claim 4). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the core 
member of Nakamura et al., including the body portion 31a and the sliding portion 
31b, to comprise two or more adjoining sections as taught by Dewdney to avoid 
the need to unthread the core member from the free end of cable. 
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Re claims 9 and 10, the modified core member of Nakamura et al. discloses 
each individual sliding section being integrally connected with an axial end of each 
individual plate-like section. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nakamura et al. in view of Osnami et al. (6,472,600). 

Nakamura et al. discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for 
the body portion comprising two or more plate-like sections which comprise 
mutually independent parts and the sliding portion comprising two or more sliding 
sections, wherein the plate-like sections are provided with engagable end faces 
capable of being engage with each other in a form of said hollow cylinder, and 
which include reinforcing portions formed in peripheral end regions, including said 
engagable end faces, of said plate-like sections for holding said plate-like sections 
in a form of said hollow cylinder against an external force, and said reinforcing 
portions being formed in said engagable end faces, adapted to be engaged with 
each other, of said mutually adjoining plate-like sections, and respectively 
including concave and convex configurations detachably fitted with each other. 

Osmani et al. discloses a core member (Figures 14 and 18) comprising two 
or more plate-like sections (the core member 4a formed by two plate-like sections 
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8 and 9) which comprise mutually independent parts, which are provided with 
engagable end faces capable of being engage with each other in a form of said 
hollow cylinder, and which include reinforcing portions formed in peripheral end 
regions, including said engagable end faces, of said plate-like sections for holding 
said plate-like sections in a form of said hollow cylinder against an external force, 
and said reinforcing portions being formed in said engagable end faces, adapted to 
be engaged with each other, of said mutually adjoining plate-like sections, and 
respectively including concave and convex configurations detachably fitted with 
each other. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the core 
member of Nakamura et al., including the body portion 31a and the sliding portion 
31b, to comprise adjoining plate-like sections as taught by Osmani et al. such that 
the core member can be removed from cable without pulling the core member 
through the free end of the cable. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
4. Claim 7 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/5 1 9,2 1 7 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2831 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to applicant's argument that in regard to the amended claims, the 
examiner cannot establish a prima facie case of obviousness, it has been held that 
the examiner's burden of establishing prima facie case of obviousness is satisfied 
by a showing of structural similarity between the claims and prior art; it does not 
require a showing of some suggestion or expectation in the prior art that the 
structurally similar subject matter will have the same or similar utility as that 
discovered by the applicant. In re Dillon, 16 USPQ 2d 1897. Moreover, the fact 
that Nakamura et al., Dewdney and Osnami et al. are analogous art which is 
directed to core member being used in a shrinkable unit, the fact that the 
suggestion to combine the references are found the references themselves, see 
Dewdney and Osnami et al., the fact that there is a reasonable expectation in the 
combined references and the fact that the combined prior art references teach all 
claim features, see the rejection, it concludes that the prima facie of obviousness 
has established. 



Summary 
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6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Chau N. Nguyen whose telephone number is 
571-272-1980. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Dean Reichard can be reached on 571-272-2800 ext 31. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Chau N Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2831 



